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DECLA»ATlO >J OF £R1C CT QSS 
I» Eric Class, declaie and siai£ as follows: 

1. I was eii9>ibyt:d by MiooAge, Inc. rKficioA^*^ tluoo^bouiilieycar 1999 in die 
posi&cm of Account Executive. KficroAgc was in the business of. intirr aUa, making Ci^xes of 
magnetic tapes furcltems. 

2. At Jeasi during die year 1 999, it was MicmAge*s nonnal business pnuriicc to 
malseacopyofadiem'? macncric tape in such a manner ihat the infonnamw on rhc copy was 
iden ti cal to thai aa die original m aene i i c ape provided by die client- Moreover, neiihcribe 
infimnanon pnssent on the original magnetic xspt nor die infonnanon on the copied roagncm: 
tape was altered during the time that sudi tapes vyere in die possession of MicioAgc. 

3. - I have reviewed ibur letters dm I wioie to j4r.Jaii»es 

Seteooeslnc. RE134-137 . Based upon diaiieview, I conclude diat during die year 1999, 
MuTOAge tec received magneuc dated April 29, 1994, and April 28, 1995, fiom Fim 
Federal Cotpotation ("Fust Fcdetal**) and made copies of diose tapes pursuant to insttucuons 
fiomMr. James CrinnelL Based upon MicroAge's siandard busings^ ptactigeg m plagg ay> fh^y 
time, die cofued tables would have been Idemical to die uq^ 
Mottcfver, tbe intbimarioo pnMU cm ibe magnet 
die copies made by MiciuAge. would iU3t have been al^^ 
tapes were m the possession of MicroAge. 
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4 I hereby declare diat ^ stattmems ma^ herein of my own knowledge are tme 
and thai all smteincms ooadc on inf onnaQon and bebef are believed lo be true; and fimber that 
these s ratcmfms >vcre wade wnh the knowledge ifaat willful Msc staicmcnis and the like so 
]nadearepunidi8blebyfineciriiiq»isQnineitt.orl^^ of Tule 18 of the 

Umttd States Code and that such willful filse statemems may jeopardize ihe validity of the 
above- c a po oncd application or any patent issuing thereon. 
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